The Solicitors Journal. 


LONDON, SEPTEMBER s5, 1885. 








CURRENT TOPICS. 


Mr. Justice Sure will not sit to hear cases in the Chan- 
ary Division after the 8th of September. Mr. Justice Marnew 
will act as Vacation Judge after next week, and will probably 
ait in court for the first time on the 15th inst. 





Tue Vacation Bustvess of the Chancery Division appears to be 
heavier than usual, so much so that Mr. Justice Suirn has 
found it necessary to sit on three days this week. The business 
consists principally of applications for orders to restrain trespass or 
muisance or breach of covenant, but there have been several appli- 
tations for winding up companies which have to be heard at con- 
siderable length. While the learned judge hears these cases with 
extreme patience, he shows an anxiety to clear off the current work 
so as to leave no arrears for Mr. Justice Marnew, who takes the 
second portion of the Vacation. 





THE QUESTION RAISED in the case of Romano v. Hodges (ante, p. 
707) is one of considerable interest to that large number of house 
owners in London and large towns who let off a portion of a house 
either for business or other purposes. The simple point is whether 
an owner who lets rooms for occupation lets, not only the inside, 
but the outside, of the walls of those rooms. The case before the 
court rested on the terms of a contract containing no exception of 
the outside walls, which the defendant, the tenant, had covered 
with large ‘‘ posters.” Where there are no written terms of letting, 
the owner has the remedy in his own hands by terminating the 
tenancy, but when an agreement is entered into it, will be neces- 
sary in future to specify that the tenant has no right to any use of 
the outside walls. 





Tue reports of the recent Birmingham Assizes, at which sixty- 
three causes were entered for trial, and which lasted through the 
greater part of August, will almost recall the “golden age” of 
Croydon and Guildford, when the Surrey Summer Assize was 
cog | an additional London sitting, and members of the Home 

ircuit did not look for their vacation uptil August was at an end. 
The advantage, however, derived by the members of the Oxford 
and Midland Circuits from the establishment of an additional 
assize town will have been counterbalanced by the delay caused 
by there being only one judge at Birmingham during the latter 
part of the assizes. The daily newspapers do not state to what 
extent Mr. Justice Day was assisted by Commissioners of Assize, 
but on the 19th of August Mr. Justice Smut was compelled to 
return to London to attend to the Vacation business. Birmingham 
is undoubtedly a place where the attendance of two judges 
throughout the Assizes is an absolute necessity, and there must 
have been something defective in the arrangements which allotted 
a share in the circuit business of that town to a judge who was due 
in London as soon as the Long Vacation began. 





Iy view or the recent newspaper discussion as to the justification 
of “ political lying’’ between electors and canvassers, it may 
be of interest to notice the provisions of the Corrupt and Illegal 
Practices Prevention Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 51), as to 
intimidation and undue influence. Section 2 enacts that “ every 
person who shall directly or indirectly, by himself or by any other 





person on his behalf, make use of, or threaten to make use of, any 
force, violence, or restraint, or inflict, or threaten to inflict, by 
himself or by any other person, any temporal or spiritual injury, 
damage, harm, or loss upon or against any person in order to induce 
or compel such person to vote or refrain from voting, or on account 
of such person having voted or refrained from voting, at any 
election, or who shall by abduction, duress, or any other fraudulent 
device or contrivance impede or prevent the free exercise of 
the franchise of any elector, or shall thereby compel, induce, or 
prevail upon any elector either to give, or to refrain from giving, 
his vote at any election, shall be guilty of undwe influence.” By 
section 3, ‘‘corrupt practice” is to include “ undue influence,” as 
defined by the Act, and a corrupt practice under the Act is to be 
a corrupt practice within the Parliamentary Elections Act, 1868 
(31 & 32 Vict. c. 125). It will be seen that the 2nd section ex- 
tends the definition of undue influence contained in the 5th section 
of the Corrupt Practices Prevention Act, 1854 (17 & 18 Vict. c. 
102) which the present Act repeals, by including the exercise of 
threats of spiritual, as well as of temporal, injury. By section 6, a 
person committing any corrupt practice other than personation is 
to be guilty of a misdemeanor, punishable with imprisonment for 
not more than one year, or with a fine of not more than £200, and 
is to be disqualified for a period of seven years from the date of his 
conviction from being registered as an elector or voting at an 
election, from holding any public or judicial office, or from being 
elected a member of Parliament. 





A qvzEstion was raised in the Mayor’s Court last Tuesday as to 
the proper mode of stamping a post-dated cheque. Post-dated 
cheques have been, in many cases, held to be virtually bills of 
exchange, and liable as such to ad valorem stamps. Section 
48 of the Stamp Act, 1870 (33 & 34 Vict. c. 97), lays 
down that the term “bill of exchange” includes a cheque ; 
and, by the schedule to the Act, the stamp upon a bill of 
exchange or promissory nete for an amount not exceeding 
£5 is to be one penny. Section 23 provides that, except where 
express provision is made to the contrary, all duties are to 
be denoted by impressed stamps only ; but, by section 50, ‘‘ the 
fixed duty of ome penny on a bill of exchange for the payment of 
money on demand may be denoted by an adhesive stamp.” In the 
recent Mayor’s Court action, the dishonoured cheque which was 
sued upon was for £5; it was drawn on the 29th of April, but 
bore date the 2nd of May; and it had an ordinary adhesive 
penny stamp upon it. The defendant’s counsel objected that, 
although the stamp was sufficient, so far as regarded the amount, 
the document was, in effect, a bill of exchange, which required an 
impressed stamp, and that an adhesive penny stamp was not avail- 
able for the purpose of its being used as evidence. The Common 
Serjeant held that the cheque was properly stamped, but gave the 
defendant leave to move; and in view of the words of section 50 
of the Stamp Act, which expressly 2 ap spon the use of an ordinary 
revenue stamp when the duty payable is only a penny, there can be 
no doubt as to the correctness of his ruling. In Gatty v. Fry (25 
W. R. 305, L. R. 2 Ex. D. 265), a post-dated cheque for £20 10s. 
was held to be admissible in evidence, although it bore only a 
penny stamp, on the ground that it was not the less payable “‘ on 
demand,” because the liability to pay had been postponed. 





Tur 207H sxcrion of the new Criminal Law Amendment Act 
(48 & 49 Vict. c. 69), which permits a person charged with an 
offence under that Act, or under certain specified sections of the 
24 & 25 Vict. c. 100, or the wife or husband of any such person, 
to be examined as a witness on his or her own behalf, was put-in 
force last week at the Middlesex Sessions, when a prisoner who 
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was charged with indecently assaulting three little girls was sworn 
and gave evidence. His testimony was given in support of that 
of other witnesses who had been called on his behalf to establish 
an abi; but, in the result, he was convicted, and received a 
severe sentence. It is to be observed that the new statute renders 
the prisoner a ‘‘ competent but not compellable” witness, so that 
his appearance in the witness-box was purely voluntary, and that 
the new Act does not in any way exempt such a witness from 
cross-examination. The Legislature has now introduced so many 
exceptions to the rule which renders an accused person incompetent 
to give evidence, that the removal of the general disqualification 
can hardly fail to be one of the earliest achievements of the new 
Parliament. It may be remarked that the Criminal Evidence Bill 
introduced by the late Government during last session rendered the 
defendart in a criminal proceeding, and his or her wife or husband, 
a competent witness, and, if called, liable to cross-examination and 
re-examination in the ordinary way; while Lord Bramwetz’s Bill 
on the same subject rendered accused persons competent to give 
evidence, but not compellable to do so. The last-named Bill would 
have protected the accused person from criminating questions while 
under examination, except by leave of the court, but the protection 
given in the measure introduced by the Government was to extend 
only to questions relating to offences other than that which forms 
the charge against the accused. Inthe case of Erma ArmsrRrone 
the charge of course relates to offences alleged to have been com- 
mitted before the passing of the Act; but the 20th section will be 
so far applicable to the case as to render the defendants competent 
witnesses. 





ALTHOUGH THE PRINcIPLEs which regulate the law as to distrain- 
ing for rent have been, for the most part, settled by old authorities, 
the question of the legality of a distress effected by means of an 
entry through a window has been discussed several times during 
the last few years. Thus, in Tutton v. Darke (5 H. & N. 647), a 
distress levied after an entry by an open window was held to be 
lawful ; but, in Hancock v. Austin (11 W. R. 833, 14 C. B. N. 8. 
634), the distrainor had pushed back a pane of glass which 
opened, and had then undone the fastening of the window, and 
the Court of Common Pleas held that the act of unfastening was 
so far an exercise of force as to amount to a trespass; and the 
Court of Queen’s Bench arrived at a similar conclusion in Nash v. 
Lucas (L. R. 2 Q. B. 590), where the window had been shut, but 
not fastened, at the time when the distress was made. The recent 
case of Crabtree v. Robinson (33 W. R. 936, L. R. 15 Q. B. D. 
312) raised the same question. The bailiff had found a window 
partly open and raised it sufficiently high to give himself room to 
enter the house. It was argued that raising a partly-opened 
window was as much a trespass as opening an unfastened window, 
but the Queen’s Bench Division held that the county court judge 
had rightly decided the distress to be legal, distinguishing 
Nash v. Lucas, and basing the decision of the court upon Rez v. 
Smith (1 Moody, 178), in which case the prisoner had been indicted 
for breaking into a dwelling-house through a partly-opened 
window, but all the judges held that the offence of house- 
breaking had not been committed. Mayzsry, J., in deliver- 
ing the judgment of the court, admitted the anomaly of there 
beimg “‘so fine a line of distinction” that an aperture of 
one or two inches was enough to warrant a bailiff in raising a 
window high enough to enter the house, while he could not 
legally so raise it if it was closed, but not fastened, as well as the 
inconsistency of the distinction between the cases of doors and of 
windows, the raising of the latch of an unlocked door not being 
an act of trespass. It would seem, however, from the observa- 
tions of Porioc, B., in Ryan v. Shileock (7 Ex. 72), that there 
may be an implied permission to open a door when it is ‘shut to 
keep the door closed only, and not to keep people out,” a view 
which would, of course, not be applicable to an unfastened 





At Westminster Police-court, on Wednesday, Frank Dennis, twenty-two, 
, Was Charged on remand with being concerned with others not 
in assaulting Mr. Frederick Percy Gosling, barrister, on Saturday 
last, and stealing 2 vilk umbrella. We. Goming was on his way home 
midnight on Saturday, when he wae attacks yy 4 g of roughs, 
among whom was the prisoner. Mr, | artridge #1id he should not part with 
pb ay pe would have to find £2 bail to appear to anewer the 
mM. 
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AFFIDAVITS SWORN IN FOREIGN 
COUNTRIES. 


Tue taking of affidavits'in foreign countries, or in British pos. 
sessions abroad, for the purpose of being used in legal proceedings 
is often a matter of considerable trouble to the practitioner, and the 
procedure as to such affidavits has been regulated by several 
special statutes, independently of the provisions contained in the 
Probate and Bankruptcy Acts. The 15 & 16 Vict. c. 86, s. 22, pro. 
vides that all affidavits (inter alia) ‘‘shall and may be sworn and 
taken in Scotland or Ireland, or the Channel Islands, or in any 
colony, island, plantation, or place under the dominion of her 
Majesty in foreign parts before any judge, court, notary-public, 
or person lawfully authorised to administer oaths in such count 

. . « or place respectively, or before any of her Majesty’s 
consuls or vice-consuls in any foreign parts out of her Majesty's 
dominions, and the judges and other officers of the said Court of 
Chancery shall take judicial notice of the seal or signature, as the 
case may be,” of any such court, judge, notary-public, consul, &. 
The 18 & 19 Vict. c. 42, s. 3, refers to the administration of oaths 
by ambassadors and consular officers, and enacts that ‘‘ any docu- 
ment purporting to have affixed, impressed, or subscribed thereon 
or thereto the seal and signature of any British ambassador, envoy, 
minister, or chargé d'affaires, secretary of embassy or legation, 
consul-general, consul, vice-consul, acting consul, pro-consul, or 
consular agent, in testimony of any such oath, affidavit, affirmation, 
or act having been administered, sworn, affirmed, had, or done, by 
or before him, shall be admitted in evidence without proof of any 
such seal and signature being the seal and signature of the person 
whose seal and signature the same purports to be, or of the official 
signature of such person.” In Brooke v. Brooke (30 W. R. 45, 
L. R. 17 Ch. D. 833), Fry, J., held, under the former Act, that a 
deed of release, the execution of which had been attested by, and 
bore the signature of, a notary-public in Canada, was a document 
‘to be used before a court’’ within the Act, and that he was 
bound to take judicial notice of the seal and signature. In Cooke 
v. Wilby (32 W. R. 879, L. R. 25 Ch. D. 769) the same enact- 
ment was discussed, with especial reference to the effect of the 
Rules of the Supreme Court, 1883. Ord. 38, r. 6, provides that 
“all affidavits in causes or matters depending in the High Court 
may be sworn in any colony under the dominion of her Majesty 
in foreign parts before a notary-public, or before any of 
her Majesty’s consuls or vice-consuls in any foreign parts 
out of her Majesty’s dominions.” An application was made to file 
an affidavit, sworn before a notary-public at Birmingham, in the 
State of Alabama, the notary’s signature having been verified 
according to the law of the State, and there being no British consul 
or vice-consul residing at a distance of less than 150 miles from 
Birmingham. Chitty, J., pointed out that ord. 38, r. 6, had 
reproduced the 15 & 16 Vict. c. 86, s. 22, merely substituting 
the words “‘ may be sworn”? for ‘‘ shall and may be sworn”; and 
he expressed an opinion that the alteration of the words used did 
not make any material difference. Since ord. 72, r. 2, had pro- 
vided that ‘‘ where no other provision is made by the Acts, or by 
these rules, the present procedure and practice remain in force,” and 
ord. 38, r. 26, had not provided for the case of a person living in a 
foreign country 150 miles distant from a British consul or vice-consul, 
he was of opinion that the old practice of the Court of Chancery 
was applicable; and therefore, on the authority of Haggitt v. Iniff 
(5 De G. M. & G. 910), he allowed the affidavit to be filed. 
Brittlebank v. Smith (82 W. R. 675) was a similar case, the 
affidavit having been sworn in the United States, and there being 
no British consul or vice-consul within 250 miles. Bacon, V.C., 
allowed the affidavit to be filed, it having been sworn before a 
circuit clerk, whose identity was certified by the judge of the 
circuit court, while the certificate of the British vice-consul at 
Chicago testified to the identity of the circuit clerk and the judge, 
one that the former was duly authorised to administer 
oaths. 

Within the last year questions as to the admissibility of affidavits 
sworn abroad have arisen in probate and in bankruptcy proceedings. 
In In the Goods of Vaweus (33 W. RR. 328, L. R. 9 P. D. 241) 
the question arose out of a diplomatic question, the German 
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State authority, made representations to the British Government, 
which resulted in consular officers in Germany being forbidden by 
the Foreign Office to administer oaths to persons other than 
British subjects. A German domiciled subject having died, leaving 
property in England of which he had disposed by will, a grant 
of probate in this country became necessary, and the usual affidavit 
for revenue purposes was transmitted to Hamburg, but the British 
consul at that place declined, in consequence of his instructions 
from the Government, to administer an oath to the executors, 
both of whom were German subjects. The affidavit was therefore 
sworn before the judge of the Probate Court at Hamburg, and 
signed by the judge and clerk of the court, and sealed with the 
seal of the court, and the British consul verified the signatures and 
certified as to the seal. In support of a motion to admit the affi- 
davit reliance was placed upon the Probate Law Amendment Act, 
1858 (21 & 22 Vict. c. 31), section 31 of which provides that in 
cases where it is necessary to obtain affidavits from persons residing 
in foreign parts out of her Majesty’s dominions, they may be sworn 
before the persons empowered to administer oaths under 6 Geo. 4, 
¢. 87, or under 18 & 19 Vict. c. 42, “provided that where there 
are no such persons as are mentioned in the said Acts, such affi- 
davits . - may be made . before any foreign local magis- 
trate or other person having authority to administer an oath.” Sir 
James Hannen admitted the affidavit, holding that since the consul 
had been forbidden to administer oaths, there was no person ‘‘em- 
powered” to do so at Hamburg under the earlier Acts, and that 
therefore the 21 & 22 Vict. c. 95, s. 31, had justified the parties in 
making an affidavit before a German judge. 

Ex parte Magee(33 W.R. 655, L. R. 15 Q. B. D. 332) raised a ques- 
tion under the 18 & 19 Vict. c. 42, as well as under the ptey 
Act, 1883, section 135 of which provides that ‘‘ subject to general 
rules, any affidavit to be used in a bankruptcy court may be sworn, . . . 
in the case of a person who is out of the kingdom of Great Britain 
and Ireland, before a magistrate or justice of the peace or other 
person qualified to administer oaths in the country where he resides, 
he being certified to be a magistrate or justice of the peace, or 
qualified as aforesaid, by a British minister or British consul, or by 
anotary-public.” Cave, J., held that section 135 of the Bankruptcy 
Act did not prevent the court from taking judicial notice (under 
the 18 & 19 Vict. c. 42, s. 3) of the seal and signature of a 
British consul appearing upon an affidavit sworn before him in a 
foreign country, and that the provision as to certifying the quali- 
fication of the person administering the oath did not apply where 
such person was himself a notary-public, but only in cases where 
the oath was administered by a foreign magistrate, or other officer 
other than a notary; and he also referred to rule 5 of the Bank- 
ruptcy Rules, 1883, under which the court is to take judicial notice 
of the seal or signature of any person authorised by the Act to 
take affidavits. 








THE ORGANIZATION OF A SOLICITOR’S 
OFFICE. ., 


IlI.—ORGANIZATION WITH SPECIAL REFERENCE TO 
NON-CONTENTIOUS BUSINESS, 


Loans (continued), 


WE adverted, in concluding our last article, to the importance of a 
solicitor’s not placing himself in a false position by becoming, in any 
sense, responsible for the value of a proposed security. We recur to 
the subject from another point of view, which is worthy of attentive 
consideration. While it is open to the solicitor, and, in our opinion, 
his right course, to abstain from having any concern with this 
uestion of value as such, there are certain classes of case in which 
e element of the actual value or nature of the security is, as it 
were, mixed up with another element of legal principles; and this is 
eminently so where either the borrower or lender is a trustee. 
Writing as we are of the conduct of business, and not of legal 
principles, we cannot enter into this subject in any detail, but may 
point out as chance illustrations of our meaning that a trustee who 
proposes to borrow may have no power to do ao at all, or may have 
exhausted his power in point of time or amount; that a trustee who 
pro tolend can only lend on such classes of security as fall within 
the terms of the instrument under which he acts, and is prohibited b 
well-settled rules of law from lending on many securities which 
fall, in a literal sense, within those terms, and from lending at 








aJl to himself, totally irrespective of any consideration of good 
or bad faith, and of onficient or insufficient ity ; and, i 
can only lend subject to a margin of value which no appli 
tion to the lender who is unfettered by a trust. It is the duty 
of the solicitor to be on the alert to see that considerations such as 
these, dependent on principles of law, are not disregarded by his client. 
Thus, while it is no part of his duty to express an opinion that a 
property is worth £20,000, it is most decidedly part of his duty to 
advise a trustee who proposes to lend £18,000 on a property valued 
at that amount that he incurs very grave personal risk by doing so. 

It was observed by a character in a comedy that if you take up a 
newspaper you always see in one column an advertisement from one 
gentleman who earnestly desires to borrow so much money, and in 
another column an advertisement from another gentleman who has 
an ardent wish to lend that particular amount, and that these two 
typical persons seem to go on advertising perennially and never to 
come together in a warm embrace as they ought apparently to do. 
Persons who desire to lend and persons who desire to w do, 
however, occasionally come together through the medium of a 
solicitor who acts for both, and is aware of their respective wants. 
Now, there is nothing inherently vicious in such an ent; on 
the contrary, so far as lender and borrower are concerned, it is often 
very convenient and always comparatively economical. But there is 
one individual in the transaction—the solicitor—to whom, if he be a 
prudent man, it will t many undesirable features. Whether 
these are sufficiently marked to render it wise on his part to decline 
to oa © out for both parties must depend, of course, upon the 
partic circumstances. 

Let us consider shortly what are the dangers liable to beset the 
solicitor’s path in such a case. 

First, if the loan does not answer the expectations of one of the 
parties, the solicitor may be subjected to the ae or insinuation 
of having only had at heart the interests of the other party. Next, 
the circumstances of his position have an almost imevitable 
tendency to relax his vigilance in the matter of title, and at other 
stages. There is no critic to overhaul his acts. He cannot, for 
instance, prepare requisitions only to answer them himself. So of 
the document evidencing the security. Be it good, bad, or 
indifferent as a matter of draftsmanship, be it lenient or 
oppressive in its terms, his eye alone will scan it when pre- 

, so far, at all events, as professional scrutiny is con- 
cerned. And, in, he will be tempted to be slovenly and in- 
different as to such matters as notice, regi ion, and appropriation of 
deeds to the right He will look with an ind t eye 
(though he may not for a moment realize that he is doing so) upon 
defects of a —- otherwise subject to et — 
examination, end wi ve generally a tendency to regard whole 
matter rather in the light of a little friendly t in which 
the formalities that would be observed, and precautions that would 
be taken as between two solicitors, are needless and out of place. 
This may be perfectly harmless in its results in ninety-nine cases out of 
a hundred, but in the hundredth may mean an action for negligence 
in which colour and prejudice will be imputed, ad /ibitum, against the 
solicitor who has first accepted the ~~ ~ ition of representing 
opposing interests and has then fail to dincharge his duty. 

e do not for a moment desire to carry thi ame the 
legitimate lengths. There are many cases in which the needs of two 
clients may be met by their common solicitor to the best advantage, 
and which t no reasonable danger-signal, provided the most 
ordi roles of condusting sach business are observed. The con- 
flict of interest involved may not, in a substantial sense, have any 
existence at all, and the most meddlesome of equity refinements be 
powerless to hit the case. Our desi is only 40 draw pointed 
attention to the fact that there are undoubtedly cases in which the 
same solicitor cannot, with propriety to ts or safety to 
himself, act for lender and borrower too. 
difficult to fix for those who do not allow what they wish and what 
they think, or try to think, to represent the same thing. i 
be the peculiar relations of the parties to each other, the nature of 
the transaction, or the ial or defective character of the ty 
there will almost inevitably arise in the mind of the 
who strives to keep his honour unstained a convinced 
should not attempt to carry out the loan for both parties, if such 
reason is to be found. For the rest, it is most important to 


is a temptation to a slipshod method of doing the business, should 
be made to operate we in an exactly converse direction ; that 
the interests of each client should be jealously protected in turn ; 
and, in particular, that e tion 

be reasonabl dent in 
should be rigidly observed. It may be added 
practically, where circumstances permit of i ‘ 
consult counsel in the interests of one party, or of both parties 
separately, and deal thoro with points raised by his opinion 
and with draft settled by wearetn & 

independent solicitor. 
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We have dwelt so far upon the preliminary considerations bearing 
upon loans rather than on the details of carrying them out, because 
these latter present few features for observation not covered by 
subjects with which we have already dealt. There are, however, 
some few practical points deserving of mention. 

It is not unfrequently the solicitor’s fate when acting for an 
intended lender to carry through the stages leading to the completed 
loan up to a certain point, and then see the matter abruptly termi- 
nated either from some caprice or change of plan on the part of the 
borrower, or his inability to satisfy requirements made in the lender’s 
interests. In such a case the solicitor may fare hardly. His client, 
the lender, will probably have had it firmly impressed on his mind 
that the investment would subject him to no expense, and will object 
most vehemently to pay any costs over an abortive loan, while the 
intended borrower, unless he has come under a binding en, ment 
po er Fy ae in all events, will be free to decline to 
pay them—all the more so from the circumstance that there is rarely 
a contract between the parties in the case of a mortgage, and that 
the court will not specifically enforce it even if it exists. The moral 
of this is that the mortgagee’s solicitor, before a shilling of costs is 
incurred, should require an undertaking from the mortgagor to pay 
costs whether the matter is completed or not. It is not a pleasant 
thing to ask for such a document, and many solicitors hesitate from 
motives of delicacy to do so, but experience abundantly testifies that 
the delicacy is false and the justification ample. 

In preparing or perusing the draft of a mortgage security, it is 
very necessary in the present day to bear in mind, as a practical 
question of business, and apart from draftsmanship as a science, the 
leasing power which is given to mortgagors by the Conveyancing 
Act, 1881, where it is not expressly varied or excluded. The adop- 
tion of this is an entire reversal of the old practice under which the 
reservation of such a power was a matter of special bargain. It is, 
perhaps, too early even yet to predict with confidence whether the 
statutory power will come into general adoption, but the present 
tendency seems to point in that direction; nor has it yet been 
tested by experience whether the safeguards with which this extensive 
power is fenced in are sufficient for the reasonable protection of the 
mortgagee. Our own impression is that the unqualified adoption of 
this provision of the Act should by no means be regarded by the 
mortgagee’s solicitor as so much a matter of course as to need no 
deliberation in any circumstances. It is quite conceivable that a 
leasing power may be exercised so as to fall within all four corners 
of the Act, and yet be very detrimental to the security. The selection 
of a tenant, the purpose for which property is let, the provisions 
appropriate for the lease with reference tc special facts—these may or 
may not become important considerations to a mortgagee; and, 
while there are many reasons of public policy and just dealing 
which render it desirable to fetter a mortgagee as little as may be 
in the enjoyment and use of his property, it is at least necessary to 
remember, in the interests of a mortgagee, that a power to lease the 

by which his debt is secured, without giving him any voice 
im the matter at all, is a powerful engine for good or evil to place in 
the mortgagor’s hand. For practical purposes, this fact points to the 
prudence of considering the matter carefully by the light of the 
circumstances of each particular case, explaining its bearings to the 
client, and imposing some qualification on the application of the 
statute where it may seem reasonably prudent, and not merely 
capricious or oppressive, to do so. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 


PRODUCTION OF DEEDS IN CUSTODY OF MORTGAGOR. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—Referring to your leader on “‘ Production of Deeds in Custod 
of Mc ee,” I have at the present time a transaction in hand 
which, ps, tends to demonstrate that were your former corres- 

’s contention, that a vendor should in all cases produce deeds 
in the possession of his mortgagees at his own expense, invariably 
acted upon, the result would not always be satisfactory or fair. 

In 1570 A. purchased « plot of building land containing (say) 
10,006 square yards. In 1876 B. purchased from A. a part of such 
land, the contents being about 5,000 square yards, his conveyance 

ing the usual covenant for quedettion of the original con- 
veyame to A. B. proceeded to erect tmildings upon the land, and 
r montenged. Subsequently B. purchased the remaining 
portion of the land from A., and forthwith mortgaged it. B. has 
recently sold 4 small part of the land first purchased by him from A. 
Ought B. to be called upon to produce st his own expense the 
conveyance from A. in his mortgagee’s powuewion? I think 


I have purpaely refrained from introducing the question of 
the ground-rente payable, but should, perhaps, mention that, from the 





usual inquiries as to the payment of the overriding rents, the 
urchaser’s solicitor must discover the fact of the original conveyance 
cosine come into the possession of B, JUVENIS, 
Manchester, Sept. 1. 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


CASES BEFORE THE VACATION JUDGE. 


InsuncTion—Rrvat TRADESMEN—USER OF BotrLes wiTH NAME IMPRESSED 
UPON THEM.—In the action of Griffiths v. Woolls, before Smith, J., on the 
Ist of September, sitting as Vacation Judge, a question arose as to the 
property of a tradesman in bottles with his name upon them. The 
plaintiff, Waldron Griffiths, and the defendant, George Woolls, both 
carrying on the business of mineral water manufacturers at Cirencester, 
both bought Codd’s patent bottles with their respective names impressed 
upon them at 26s. to 28s. a gross. The plaintiff alleged that on the 11th 
of July he noticed his stock of bottles was diminishing, and on the 18th 
of July he found some of his bottles on the defendant’s premises filled by 
the defendant. It was the custom of the trade to lend the bottles to 
customers, and not to part with the ownership of them. The defendant 
admitted by mistake filling twenty-one of the plaintiff’s bottles, but 
alleged that plaintiff and defendant owned about 800 gross each; 
and {that there was no such custom in the trade as plaintiff con- 
tended. Ssarn, J., said that this was a motion on behalf of a 
mineral water manufacturer to restrain another mineral water manu- 
facturer in Cirencester from using his ‘bottles. It appeared from 
the evidence that plaintiff and defendant were in the habit of buying 
bottles from one Codd, the bottles being impressed with their 
respective names. If there had been evidence that the defendant was 
using the plaintiff’s property so as to injure him, he would have granted 
an injunction. He had no such evidence before him. The plaintiff had 
about 1,000 gross of bottles, and so had the defendant. The whole of 
Cirencester then get to work to drink the mineral waters. Then, the 
plaintiff said, he found his stock of bottles diminishing. By how many? 
Having ransacked Cirencester for five days, he only found twenty-one 
bottles in the defendant’s possession. It was ridiculous to come to a 
court of justice with such a grievance ; the damage would amount to 
about half a brass farthing. The motion must he dismissed, with costs. 
—CovunseL, John Cutler ; R.F. Norton. Sowscrrors, Janson, Cobb, § Pearson, 
for Haygarth § Lawrence, Cirencester; Peacock § Goddard. 





Inter Insonction-~ Nuisance — Norse or Macutnery — Detay. — In 
the action of Sugden v. Willans, before Smith, J., on the Ist of 
September, a question arose as to the right of the plaintiff, 
the Hon. Charlotte Sugden, of Thames Ditton, to an interlocutory 
injunction to restrain the defendants from carrying on their iron works, 
situate about one hundred and fifty yards from the plaintiff's house, in 
such a way as to cause a nuisance by the noise. The plaintiff alleged 
that the works were carried on in sheds open to the defendants’ yard, 
and that the hammering and other noises reverberated from a high wall 
in the defendants’ yard. Evidence was adduced to show that the plaintiff 
suffered from neuralgia, and her that health was injuriously affe by the 
noise. Several of her visitors also gave evidence as to the noise. The 
defendants said that they took the premises in 1883, but the plaintiff only 
issued her writ on the 13th of August, 1885, and that therefore 
she was too late: Gaunt v. Fynney (8 Ch. App. 8). Then the 
plaintiff was an invalid, and an actionable nuisance must be a 
nuisance to mankind at large, not to an nivalid. The [plaintiff's 
witnesses were not residents, with the exception fof one. Her 
witnesses were visitors whose attention was drawn to the noise, while 
the defendants’ witnesses were residents living near to the works. 
Smiru, J., said that the plaintiff issued her writ on the 13th of August, 
1885, and now applied for an interlocutory injunction against the de- 
fendants, who were workers in iron. The case was one of great import- 
ance. On the one hand, if the defendants were committing an actionable 
nuisance, so as to destroy the enjoyment by the plaintiff of her house, 
he could not help thinking that it would be his duty to grant an inter- 
locutory iotenalinn, On the other hand, he could not forget that the 


Y | defendants were traders. They begau their business on the premises in 


1883, and, in the evidence, there was no suggestion that they had altered 
their mode of carrying on their works from 1883 to 1885. Though the 
injunction asked for was to restrain the defendants from carrying on 
their business so as to cause a nuisance, the result would be that the 
works would be stopped until the question was decided at the trial. 
Therefore, it was a matter of great importance, and his mind 
had varied more than once during the arguments. In a 
case like this—namely, an application to restrain traders so as to 
cause them to shut up their works—the applicant's case should be very 
clear. Assuming that there was a bond fide question, unless the plaintiff's 
evidence was very clear, he should be doing a great injustice in 
restraining traders from carrying on their business. On the evidence, he 
conpidered there was a legitimate question to be tried. Several witnesses 
had testified to the noise; but Miss Sugden's case was that she was ill 
from neuralgia, and that the noise seriously affected her, but that was 
not a proper test; the test was, Had the defendants or had they not been 


creating a continuous noise, #0 as to interfere with the comfort of ordinary 





human beings, not with an invalid ? eae, et witnesses B B ny 
directed to the noise, 


residents, but visitors, whose attention 
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The defendants’ witnesses were all residents, living nearer to the works | Temple in Hilary Term, 1867. He was Attorney 


than the plaintiff ; it was true that a wall was between them and the works, 


-General of the Colony of 
ualand West from 1876 till 1882, when he was appointed a judge of 


Gri 
but they were very near. He came to the conclusion that the plaintiff tht Bagemns Court of the Cape Colony. 


had not made out a case for an interlocutory injunction, and dismissed 


Mr. E T. T , solicitor and no (of the firm of Tyson 
DWARD Tromas Tyson tary 


the motion; costs to be costsin the cause.—CounsrL, Joseph Beaumont ; been ted a P for 
Marten, Q.C., and A. Thomson. Soxtcrrors, Trollope ¢ Winckworth 3; Farrar faking the’ Pact | one of by Married omen for the County 
berland. 


§ Farrar. 





Manpatory Insunctron—Ancrent Licuts.—In the action of May v. been appointed a P 

uestion arose a8 to | ments of Deeds by 
f in the 

on his roo: Worcester. 


Dollar, before Smith, J., on the Ist inst., the 
the right of the defendant to erect a black 
front of the plaintiff's window. The plaintiff said that the window 


belonged to a room used as a studio, and the light was obstructed & Tyndall), of Bi 


missioner for Warwi: 
Married Women. 


by the board. The defendant said that the board was at an angle of 
forty-five Cegrees, and did not obstruct the light; his roof was flat, and 
the plaintiff or his tenants came on to it, and injured it; and _ he 
erected the board to protect the roof. Ssrru, J., said that he was asked 


to grant a mandatory injunction ordering the defendant to pull down a | the Court of Bankruptcy in 
erected close to the plaintiff's window. | William Walsh, is an LL.D. of Trinity College, 


wooden structure which he had 


of Cum 


Mr. Frepericx Corsert, solicitor, of Worcester and Bromsgrove, has 
Commissioner for the Acknowledg- 
ied Women for W: and the City of 


Mr. Epwarp Lant Tynpatt, — (of the -_ of ame — 
‘ham, m appoin' a Perpe - 
for taking the Acknowledgments of Deeds by 


Mr. Watter Boyp, LL.D., Q.C., who has been appointed a J of 
in succession to late Mr. 
Dublin. He was called 


The defendant said that persons got on to his roof, and that, in May, 1 he | to the bar in Ireland in 1856, and he became a Queen’s Counsel in 1877. 


erected a black board, with the words ‘‘ Trespassers will be prosecu 


He has practised on the North-East Circuit, and he has been for several 


upon it, The board was close to the window, and obstructed the ancient | years Queen’s Advocate in 


light of the plaintiff. He should order it to be pulled down; the costs 
would be costs in the action. CovunszL, G. 
Soxrcrrors, Shoubridge § May ; Johnson § Master. 








OBITUARY. 


MR. MARCUS MARTIN. 


Mr. Marcus Martin, barrister, died very suddenly at his residence, 9, 
Montague-place, on the 17th ult., at the age of eighty-two. Mr. Martin 
was the third son of the Rev. Samuel Martin, rector of Warsop, Notting- 
hamshire, and was born in 1803. He was educated at Rugby. He was 
called to the bar at the Middle Temple in Easter Term, 1830, having 
been a pupil in the chambers of Mr. Duval, and he had practised for many 
years in the Court of Chancery, having also enjoyed an extensive con- 
veyancing business, His chambers were much resorted to by students, 
and among his former pupils may be mentioned Mr. Justice North, Sir 
Richard Garth, the late Sir Francis Reilly, and the late Mr. Droop. Mr. 
Martin had for very many years lived with his brother, the late Mr. John 
Martin, solicitor, the promoter of the suit of Martin v. Mackonochie, whom 
he has not long survived. The deceased was married in 1803 to the only 
daughter of Mr. John Stapleton, of Calcutta. His only surviving son, 
Mr. John Stapleton Martin, was called to the bar at the Middle Temple 
in Michaelmas Term, 1871, and practises in the Chancery Division. Mr. 
Martin {was buried at Kensal Green Cemetery, the earlier part of the 
burial service having been read at St. George’s Church, Bloomsbury. 





MR. ARTHUR BIGGE. 


Mr. Arthur Bigge, barrister, many years stipendiary magistrate at 
Brighton, died at 23, oe oar” Hove, on the 28th ult. Mr. 
Bigge was the seventh son of Mr. Charles William Bigge, of Linder, 
Northumberland, and was born in 1818. He was educated at Rugby and 
at University College, Oxford, where he uated second class in 
mathematics in 1840, and he was afterwards elected a fellow of All Souls 
College. He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Trinity Term, 
1844, and in 1855 he was selected by Sir George Grey, when Home 
Secretary, to be the first stipendiary magistrate for the borough of 
Brighton. He discharged his isterial functions with great ability and 
success for twenty-nine years, and in May, 1884, he retired on a ion. 
Mr. Bigge was also a magistrate for the dese | of Brighton and for the 
county of Sussex, and since his resignation of the sti magistracy 
he had given constant assistance at the sittings of the Hove Division 
Bench. He was married in 1857 to the daughter of Mr. John Sclater, of 
Newick-park, Sussex, and he leaves one daughter. 





MR. THOMAS NICHOLLS, 


Mr. Thomas Nicholls, solicitor, of St. Columb, died on the 22nd ult. 
Mr. Nicholls was the second son of Mr. John Nicholls, of St. Columb. He 
was admitted a solicitor in 1856, when he commenced to practise at 
Plymouth in partnership with Mr. Nicholas Were, A few years later he 
dissolved partnership, and removed to St. Columb, where he carried on 
business until his death, Mr. Nicholls had a practice, and he was 
held in great esteem by all classes at St. Columb. He had been for several 
— — to the St. Columb Highway Board and to the Crantock 

chool Board. 








LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Stonny Goporpmm Arnexannprr Siirranv, D.O.L., one of the 
Judges of the Supreme Court of the Ca 
Chief Commissioner of Bechuanaland, 


Colony, has been a ted 
r. Justice Shippard NS oon 
© isa D.O.L, of 


urtis Price; Morshead. County of Gurus Mr. Lilley i 
y. Mr. ey is r ; 
Lilley of Peckham. He was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in 


Michaelmas Term, 1830, and he practises 
and at the Surrey Sessions and Central Criminal Court. 


solicitors, Hertford, Herts. Aug. 12. 


y has been pelees. 6 eae Barrister for the 
oor Rage Pm _ e eldest son of Mr. Samuel Issac 


i on the South-Eastern 


DISSOLUTIONS OF PARTNERSHIPS, &c. 


Wits Marsew Armstrone and Norton Josspx Hvuenes-Hauuerr, 
[ Gazette, Sept. 1.] 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 


YORKSHIRE REGISTRIES ACT, 1884. 
At the General Quarter Sessions of the Peace of our Lady the Queen, 
holden by adjournmient at Northallerton, in and for the North 
of the County of York, on Monday, the 17th day of August, 1835, 
it was resolved and ordered that by virtue of the provisions of the 
Yorkshire Registries Act, 1884, the following rules be, and they are 
hereby, made by the said justices as the county authority under and for 


the purposes of the said Act. : ‘ ? 
1. These rules may be cited as the North Riding of Yorkshire Registry 
Rules, 1885 (Fees). on the first day of Se hen, 


2. These rules shall come into operation on | 
1885, and shall continue in force until the thirty-first day of December, 


1890. 
3. The fees to be paid under the Act and these rules shall be those 
specified in the list of fees in the schedule to these rules in lieu of the 
fees authorized to be taken by the Zomiire Reeeeeee Act, 1884, and 
the North Riding of Yorkshire Rules, 1885; and such last- 
mentioned fees shall cease to be paid or 
ScuEpvu.z. 

A sites ity-two words 

N.B.—A folio con’ seventy - . 
Registration of enrolment of any document (including indorsement of 
- certificate required by section 9 of the Act), except a caveat, five 


gs . 
Registra tion or enrolment of any caveat, two shillings. " 
Copy or extract, where copy or extract does not exceed two folios, one 

shillin, 


Yor cach ad pepe te a folio of twopence. 

If certi an per ° A 

pers copy, from two shillings to two guineas, according to labour 
voly 


If certified, an additional fee of two shillings. : 
Search, ordinary, in any one name, for any period not exceeding ten 
years, one 


For every additional of five years, ce. 
Search, official Mactading curtiaoets of result in any one name, for any 
period ast exceeding tan Soomy, saven and 


shillings 's 
eee TREES shillings and sixpence. 


the 
Joux C, Dennas, Chairman. 
Writiam ©. Tarvor, Deputy Clerk of the Peace. 
Confirmed, Harsavry, QO. 








COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES, 
Jornt Srockx 


Compantrs. 
we ¥. 
au ruses Setar, tenes eae Raed aes 


= the appointment of an 





of Captain William ge and was born in 1838, 
Hertford College, Oxford, an 


d he was called to the bar at the Inner 
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2, at 
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—The Vacation Ju 


Company, LIMITED. has 
8, at 11, at the ‘Vacation Cseaniees, Room No 315, Royal 


pa Patent Horse-Nait 
fixed , Sept 
appointment of an official liquidato 


Courts, for 
‘8 MINING AND SMELTING COMPANY, .—The Vacation Judge has 
oo Sept 8, at ye) (30, at oft fiquid — Room No 315, Royal Courts, for 
appointment of an o 
“! TED.—The Vacation Judge has fixed 


IMPERIAL GALVANIZED IRON 
Sept 8, at 12, at the Vacation tc ng a No 315, Royal Courts, for the 


appointment of an official li ny ll 
LLANTWITT yo Buiack VEIN ANY, LIMITED.—Petition for winding up, 
Presented Ang 26, directed to poke ge before the Vacation J udge on t 8. 
‘an Sandau sy, Co, King st, Cheapside, st for Mills and Bibby, Hudders- 
field, solicitors for the petitioner 
Royat ITALIAN CovENT GARD A order made by Pear- 
son, J., dated Aug 4, it was tinal tha oy Italian Opera, Covent 
¢es Limited, be wound up. Elliot and he) Rapala lane, solicitors for 


‘Gazette, A 
HyGrenic Bowne AND LicHTING Company, LiwiTED.—Petition for Fm tH ups 
presented A: to be heard ‘awe the Vacation Judge, Mathew, 


in the aca 8 Bench ¢ Court ao Royal Courts, on Sept 23 at 11. King; 


South Dl F by a pepienerin 
SELF-A SEWING MACHINE Luntep.—The Vacation Judge has 

fae Friday, Sept 11, at the Vacation Ch: Chambers, Room No, 315, Royal Courts, 

for the appointment of an official liquida’ 

[ Gazette, Sept 1.] 
CouNTY PALATINE OF pa, 
aa 

Crow Gomme CorLrERY CoMPANY, LIMITED. D.~ Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented A ng 3 95, directed ¢ to be heard before the Deputy of the Obenosilor. at 9, 
Cook st, verpool, on Tuesday, Sept 8. Mather, Liverpool, solicitor for the 


[ Gazette, Aug. 28.] 
STANNARIES OF CORNWALL. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

TREGONTREES AND OLD POLGOOTH Conso Ls Mrintnc CoMPANy, Lim1ITED.—B 
order made by the fe waptictminnen tn dated ted Aug 26, it was pa tT that the vo. i 
oy, Ee eine EP. of the compan: meng, be tinued. odge and Co, Truro, agents 

shopsgate st Within, solicitor for the petitioner 

nameae Consors, LiITED.—By an order made by the Vice-Warden. 
dated April 2. it was chant that the Basset and Buller Consols, Limited, be 
wont se up. oe & td [ne oe for the petitioner 

Luar an order made by the Vice-Warden, 
dnd April i 2, ine was y= Be that the Viel Buller Consol, Limited, be wound 
up. H Co, Truro, solicitors for the petitioners 
[ Gasette, Sept 1.) 


Frrenpty Socretrres Dissoivep. 
WOoDIFIELD AND ee! — 5 Coneannaas PROVIDENT Society, Woodifield Col- 
BuavwortTH es vis Fox and Hounds, Beauworth. Hants. Aug 24 
azette, Aug. 28.) 
BALMER FRIENDLY Socrety, Boun lane, Liverpool. July 19 
Loyat CaBistE Lopez, North Pole 387, Oxford st. Aug T aasett asette, Bept 1.) 








CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. 


CREDITORS UNDER my & 23 VICT. CAP, 35. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 
Bae N WiILiiusaM SHELVERTON, Freckenham, Suffolk, Farmer. Septs8. Fenn 
Martitpa, St Leonard’s on Sea, Gentlewoman. Sept 25. Langham, 


OHN COVERDALE iby, York, Gent. t+ 28. Whitehead, Pickerin 
SS fosear. Black burn, ng St aed Make? Oct 20. Pickop, Blackb bare 
CastLz, Wri14M Mzrey, Thame, Oxford, Horse Dealer. Oct 1. Parker and 


Parker. Thame, Oxon 
mt Wri, Yardley, Worcester, out of business. Nov 30. Coleman and 


Davius, Maky, Bath. Oct7. Webster, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Exuzior, Exiza, Plymouth, Gentlewoman. Sept 3. Rickeard, Plymouth 
GILBERT, N a Gent. Nov3. Neville, Nottingham 
GrancER, Many Ann, Weston su super Mare Bet 29. Sweet and Co, Bristol 
Haxais, ¥ b Wazax, Stone bidgs, Lincoln’s inn, Solicitor. Sept 30. Fox and Co, 
Home, Rey ABRAHAM, Liverpool. oa ig ee Lowndes and Co, Liveepedt 
——. =a, Kingston upon Huil, Master Mariner. Sept 25. Rollit and 


Tuomas, Erdington, Warwick, Farmer. Nov. 30. Coleman and Co, 
Kxow1zs, Jouy, Heaton, Lancaster, Cotton Spinner. Oct 24. Bailey and Read, 


LzaG, Joum, Stratton, Gloucester, Gent. Sept 28. Bevir, Wooton Bassett 
Lzgwis, Tuomas, Northfield, Worcester, Gent. Nov 9. Coleman and Go, Bir- 


Mase, “one Patrorsom, King’s rd, Chelsea, Woollen Draper. Oct 14. Ford 


'y 8q 
Nicworps, Jamzs, Selly pk, Worcester, Gent. Nov 14. Coleman and Co, Bir- 


OLD, pasam Wazutne, Hereford, Gent. Sept 21. ett, Kensin, 

Price, James, Erdington, ; Warwick, Gent. Lag fs Coleman and oa Carnahan 
Saursow, Onc GzorcE GzEEn, Ipswich, Surgeon Jackaman an: 

SHEPPARD, JosErH, East Greenwich, Market Gardener. Sandom and Co, Unace- 


st 
SIDDELEY, Mary ELxEN, Macclesfield. Oct 10. Hand, Macclesfield 
TAaYLor, Groraez, Edgbaston, Birmingham, Brewer. Nov 30. Coleman and Co, 


THoRn, W Christch: 8 ’ 
a a urch, Surrey, Hat Maker. Sept 20, 
Wess, Cancuams "Sanan, Dawlish, Devon. Sept 90. Tozer and Whidborne, 


[Gasette, Aug. 
Apams, Boriase Hix, Bedford sq, Esq. Sept 29. Baker and Oo, Lineske’s * 


Asu, WILLIAM SamMvzEL, Sou’ Potato Merchant. Sept 29. Blake, Portseca 

AUEE, Joumrn, Stator oh pl, ee os Gate, Cook. Sept 21. Roots. Gan Great 
Wiutux Josern, Hulme, Manchester, Estate Agent. Oct 8. Fox, 

Bagys, Epwim, i, Seta’ ct, Leicester sq, Pawnbroker. Oct 5. Richards, 


aster Brighton. Ox Hillman, Lew: 
1. es, Sussex 
E1izabeTu, Maidenhead. 





cae Tuomas, Produce Broker. it 30. Bellringer and pe Cunliffe.  Liverpoo 

CoLLING, JosEPH, Heathfield, Sussex. Oct 10. Howard, Fins «ry 

DAVEY ILLIAM, Hanley rd, Hornsey Rise, ‘Holloway, Gent. Oct 10. "‘Sgton, 
Sohn ohn’ st, Adelphi 


ANS, SARAH, Glan Alwen, near Corwen, Merioneth. Oct 24. Coldicott and 


on *Dudiey 
JULIA GREENE DE, Hinxton Hall, Cambridgeshire. Oct 8. Clabon 
and Wigan, Great George st, Westminster 
Happon, Southampton, Shipbroker. Oct1. Stocken, Lime st, E.C. 
HADFIELD, JOHN,’ Stapenhill, Derby, out of business. Aug 31. Drewry, Burton 


nt 
HALrowsy, Mary, Workington, Cumberland. Oct10. Lamb and Co, Odiham, 


its 
HARVEY, Gayees, Portsea, Yeoman. Sept 25. perrey: Portse: 
ea — Egmanton, Nottingham. Farmer. Oct 3. ® Marshall, East 
0! 0 
KirTson, James, Leeds. Dec1. North and Sons, Leeds 
LANCASTER, RoBeEkRT, Kendal, Westmorland, Corn Dealer. Nov 1. Watson, 
McCLuRE, W1t11aM, Rugby. Oct 20. Seabrooke, Rugby 
Money, Epwin, Newport, Isle of Wight. Oct 10. "Blake Tsewport, Isle of Wight 
NOAKES, EMILY, Eastbourne. Oct 25. Colls and Carr, Eastbourne 
PLUNKETT, THOMAS, atom? Rider st, Doctors’ Commons, Esq. Oct 15. Blount 
— Co, y tame «po a. Stran: 
ILLIAM MORGAN, “Lanvihangel, near Chepstow, Monmouth, Farmer. 
Oct | 31. Lloyd and Pratt, Newpo 
CIs, Normanby, vax Yeoman. Nov 1. Jackson and Jackson, 
‘Middlesborough 
CER, WILLIAM Srpray, Braithwell, York, Farmer. Oct 2. Marsh and Son, 
‘Woatevte, Rotherham 
, St. James sq, Notting hill. Oct 15. Blount and Co, 
Arundel st Strand 


Topp, M iss CAROLINE ELIZABETH, Clapham. Oct 10. Devonshire and Foley, 
Frederick's pl, Old Jewry 
Towns, CATHERINE, Gateshead, Durham. Oct 30. Armstrong and Sons 
Newcastle upon Tyne 
Wa SaRrau, Wilton pl, Rnightspridge. Oct 1. Druces and Co, Billiter sq 
WErIr, Maty ANN, Nottin ler. Sept 30. Nixon, Derby 
Waws, WILLIAM, Bow. B Devon, Cattle Dealer. Novi. Prickman, Okehampton, 


von 
[ Gazette, Aug. 28.] 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


THE BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1883. 
Fray, Aug. 28, 1885. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
oe ~ ¥ Alfred pieontio, Bes Beaten, Lincolnshire, Draper. Boston. Pet Aug 26, 


26. Exam 
harles, Harringworth Northamptonshire, no occupation. 
Leicester. Pet July 22. Ord Aug Exam Oct 8 at 10 
7 John, Liverpool, Outiitter, Liverpool. Pet Aug 25. Ord Aug 25. 
Lm pt 10 at 11 at the Courthouse, Government bldgs, Victoria st, Liver. 
campbell, J John, Mevace rd, Redhill, Builder. Croydon. Pet Aug 7. Ord Aug 
come ooper, hg te Langport, Hants, Ironmonger. Portsmouth. Pet Aug 7. ora 
Aug 21, Exam Sept 
Coulson, Josep) WwW Comtatage, Brickmaker, Cambridge. Pet Aug 10. 
Ord A ang 3 Exam Sept 30 a 
Dore, W: ter, Roscoe st, Banhill row, Cabinetmaker. High Court. Pet Aug 26. 
Ord Aug 26. Exam Oct 23 at 11 at 34, Lipotis’ 8 inn fields 
~— Norris. Tolleshunt D’Arcy, Essex, Farmer. Chelmsford. Pet Aug 25. Ord 
525. Exam Oct 5 at 12 at the Shireball, Chelmsford 
Field, John Johnson, Kingston on Hull, Merchant. Kingston on Hull. Pet Aug 
Ord Aug 24. Exam Oct 5 at 2 at Courthouse. Townhall, Hull 
Ph John, Newington Butts, Oilman. Court. Pet July 14. Ord Aug 
26. Exam Oct 23 at 11 at 34, Lincoin’s inn fields 
Gunning, Frederick Edmuud, and Arthur William Gunning, Trowbridge, 
by ae Coal Merchants. Bath. Pet Aug 12. Ord Aug 24. Exam Sept 17 
at 11 


eves. Edward, jun., Tethostenn, Watchmaker. Canterbury, Pet Aug 25, 

Ord Anus % Exam Sept 1 

ee and Co, need, Shipbrokers. Liverpool. Pet July 28. Ord 
‘Exam Sept 10 at 11 at the Courthouse, Government bidgs, Victoria st, 


zastomment Maker. Birmingham. PetAug25. Ord Aug 


5. E 

— Richard, Gilfach Goch, 7 pe Bootmaker. Pontypridd. Pet 

Aug Ord Aug 26. Exam Sept 22 

p> iw Francis, Ipswich, cn » rs Pet Aug 25. Ord Aug 25. 
Exam Hept 96 at 5 ‘bo h, Dra; Scarbo: h. Pet A Ord A 

Knaggs, Thomas, roug’ carboroug et Aug 26. Or ug 

26. Exam Oct 20 at 12 “a 

Kept. Charles, Southampton, Fish Salesman. Southampton. Pet Aug 26. 

ug 26. Exam Sept 7 at 12 

Okell oe. and Henry ( Okell, Ashton water ] L > A ge ty ery Ashton 

Edward and Seetielde Pee Aug 22. 22. Exam Sept 3at 12 
Potfield, oiner. Sheffield. Ome ‘Aug 36. Ord Aug 26. Exam 
— Charles, Bristol, meee Bristol. Pet Aug 25. Ord Aug 25. Exam 


9 
as ~ po Thomas, Motttonhams, Corn Merchant. Nottingham. Pet Aug 24. 
Saunders, Henry, a dl Surveyor. Greenwich. Pet Aug 7. Ord Aug 25. 


Exam tilati 
. W tm —" Cheshire, Wheelwright. Nantwich and Crewe. 
Pet Aug 11. Ord A Exam Oct 13 at 1.30 


Sharman, G aocren, Ce Gt iy Picture Dealer. Gt Yarmouth. Pet Aug 24, 
Ord Aug Sept 28 at 2.30 at Townball, Gt Yarmouth « 

Gvanbercesh, Mary Ann (Widow), Edward Swanborough, and Arthur Swan- 

Royal Strand d Theatre, Lessees of Royal Strand Theatre. High 

Court. ‘Pet shar: 56. Ord Aug &%. Exam Oct 16 at 12 at 34, Lincoln’s inn 


Pn « ~ 

enry, Bradford, Licensed Victualler. Bradford. Pet Aus 
= Ord arr xam Oct 16 at 12 sini: 
Way, G Bition, Gioussstenthioe, Mason. Bristol. Pet Aug 25. Ord Aug 
Webeten a Ha a William yw obeter, Ds Dewsbury, Machine Makers. Dewsbury. 


Pet A Aug&. Exam 
by ~ $4 green, Weaver. High Court. Pet June 26. 


st, 
Ae 24 ray 4 Oct 16 at 12 at 34, P Tincoln’s nn fields 
Waters, Wi ey any, Hereford, Architect. Hereford. Pet Aug 25, Ord Aug 





Stsizom Gnomon Sept 20. Tadman, Gray’s inn 
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Willson, F: Chichester, Fancy Warehouseman. Brighton. Pet Aug 22. 
Ord Aug 25 xam Sept 24 at 12 


First MEETINGS 
Beales, James Ownby, Threadneedle st, Licensed Victualler and Hotel Keeper. 
Sept 7 at 12.30. Dacheneter bldgs, postoeel st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Belton, George Henry, a Sept 4 at 12. Ottieial 1 Receiver, 1, 
oe gworth, Northamptonshire, no occupation. Sept 


Bramle . William, Hucknall Torka ottinghamshire, Fishmonger. Sept 4at 2. 
‘ficial gre 1 High pavement, N Nottingham Sep 


Bre + William, A m grove, Ironmon; Sept 7ati11. Bankruptcy 
: S, Portugal st, coln’s inn venti a 
cams , Percy, Dra grdns, po Stockbroker. Sept 9 at 11. 


rs 
Bankruptcy bidgs, pore or st, Lincoln's in ny fields 
Chamberlyn, A. H., Gui rd 


] p cpenesenl Manager. Sept 9 at 12. 
Ln ty, bie. Portugal st, Pee Al fields 
oseph William, Cambridge, Brickmaker. Sept 15 at 12. Official Re- 








Coulson, 
ceiver, 5, Petty Cambri 
Emery, Harry Arth oundsdi ; Fan Goods Importer. Sept 10 at11. Bank- 
Job hn John il st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Field, ohn A=5 ton upon Hull, Merchant. Sept7 at2. Hull Incor- 
porated Society, coln’s inn n bidgs, Bowlalley lane, Hull 
er, Wilewn William, Margate, B Sept 11 at 10. 82, St George’s st, 


Canterbury 
Godly, J x =f Herbert, East + pen Sussex, Builder. Sept 4 at 2.30. Official 
Receiver, 39, Bond st, Brighto 
Gunning, Arthur William (sep estate , Trowbridge, Wilts, Coal Merchant. Sept 
7 atl. iB. flicial Receiver, chbrs, 
Gunning, Fododek Edmund, and pk Willan Goaning. ire Trowbridge, Wilts. 
Coal Merchants Sous 7 at 12.30. Official Receiver, 
—— 1, <. cotete) Trowbridge, Wilts.” Coal Merchant. 
Sept7ati. Official 


Harlow, Jonathan, Spitalfields Market, Sptaitilds, P hy Salesman. Sept 9 at 
12. Bankrruptcy bldgs, Portu, ncoln’s inn fi 
Harris, Thomas, Clarendon rd, ad hill, Builder. Sept Tat ili. 33, Carey st, 


Lincoln’s inn 
Hartstone, seen, Fairfax rd, South Hampstead, Hairdresser. Sept 10 at 12. 


Bankruptcy bl , Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
—— — , jun, Foikestone, Watchmaker. Sept 4 at 11.30. 33, Carey st, 
Lincoln’s inn 





Hi ——< John, oe gee Musical —y'* > “pee Maker. SeptSati2. Bankruptcy 
gs, P coin 
Inskip, ‘ions and Frederick * J Dilhorne, Staffordshire, Builders. Sept 4 
ati. North Stafford Station Hotel, Stoke upon Trent 
J chnsen. Daniel Toeepe, iat nd of Ely, Cambridgeshire, Farmer. Sept7 at 11. Rose 
wn Ho 
Johnson, mn, Francis, Bey Tnnholder. Sept 8at12. Official. Receiver, 2, West- 


Khe. Fe Henry, and John Abel, * Sgemeenene Grocers. Sept 4 at 3. Official 
ver, 18, Frankfort st, Plymouth 
oy ag on Se Fish Salesman. Sept 9 at 2.30. Official Receiver, 
8 uthampto: 

Litson, John William, Burdett rd, Limehouse, Beerhouse keeper. Sept 7 at 12. 
33, Carey st. Lincoln’s inn 

Martindale, Frances, Sevenoaks, Widow. Sept 4 at 10.30. Official Receiver, 18, 
Frankfort st, Plymouth 

Morris, Edward Rowley, Great Tichiiahd st, Baker. Sept 10 at12. Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 

om it George, and and Henr —S- Okell, i, Ashton under Lene. C Opitnst Makers. Sept 4 at 

Receiver, chbrs, Ashton und 
Piller, : ~ amos St Thomas thea pot Devon, Builder. pt 12atil. Castle of 


ter 
nee. & Charles. Bristol, Draper. Sept 8ati. Official Receiver, Bank chambers, 


Robinson, 1 Thomas, Beeston, Nottin; ngeemeiion, | Corn Merchant. Sept7 at 12. Offi- 
Receiver, 1, High vement, —~ > 
‘own, Taunton, Flour Dealer. Sept 5 at2. Official Re- 
Middle st, Taunton 
radford. Yorks, Builder. Sept 4at12. Official Receiver, Ivegate 
mat, Wi ot 


Townsend, Henry Herbert, Newton Bushell, Devon, Baker. Sept 5 at 11. Official 
Receiver, 13, Bedford circus, Exeter 

be ~ 4 poops F., Crosby sq, Bishopsgate st. Sept 9 at 11. 33, Carey st, Lin- 
co! 

Way, George, Bitton, Gloucestershire, Mason, Sept 8 at 12.30. Official Receiver, 
Bank chbrs, Bristol 


Whitham, J ose’ ag x me Haworth, Yorks, Boot Maker. Sept4at 11. Official 
Receiver, Ivegate chbrs, Bradford 
Willson, F Chichester, Fancy Warehouseman. Sept 4 at12. Official Re- 
woe oe Se, Se Bond st. eppel st, Heussll i THESE 
8 Mantle Maker. a’ Bankru 
wingers ey st, odds “s ny 


coln’s inn fiel: 
Bagues, Thomas Richard, Canterbury, Gove * Canterbury. Pet Aug 10. Ord 


ADJUDICA 
mR Albert, Newbury, Berks, Baker. Newbury. Pet July 21. Ord Aug 18 
= ow on Tyne, Hardwareman. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet 
ug 2 
ss ye 4 hte } sm Torkard, Nottingham, Fishmonger. Nottingham. 


Breund, Francs James, Banbury, Oxfordshire, Jeweller. Banbury. Pet July 2. 


Cannan tees Thomas, Senbeapeere rd, Herne Hill, Barrister at Law. High 
Court. Pet April 18. Ord Au 
Chadwick, ee =| ee eeduy, Yorks, General Dealer. Dewsbury. 


Ord 
weony a Easton, Hants, Ironmonger. Portsmouth. Pet Aug7. Ord 


24 
Davies, David, Carmarthen, Ironmonger. Carmarthen. Pet July 6. Ord Aug 24 
conta — Barden, nr Skipton, Yorks, Farmer. Bradford. Pet Aug 10. 


George, ©, Shetield , Cutlery Manefactarer, eas Fy Pet Aug 6. ox Aug 26 
Beanie Furniture Dealer. ug 94 Ord Aug 24 

Grif J ean ton, 4g tes Brighton. eas Aug 1, Ord Peta 

vue. = 7) = rat. Preston, nr Brighton "high Court. 
‘et Ma: 


1A 
— ay Sietle, Maen, Puhesnin, Chelmsford. Pet Aug 5. Ord 


pe i. Prepels, Jpewich, Ina Innholder. Ipswich. Pet Ang 25, ord Aus 25 
pscble le, Uharles, dsor, Coal Merchant. Windsor. Pet July 25. Ord Aug 2 
Lane Henry Je: James, 8 ean) Bootmaker. Swindon. Pet Augi7. Ord Aug 24 
Marshall, i John William, & South Shields, Wine Merchant. Newcastle on Tyne. 
'e 
Merona. ohn, Birmingham, Timber Merchant. Rirmingham. Pet Aug 20. Ord 


Nichols, He eo William, Worcester, Boot Manufacturer. Worcester. Pet Aug 
Nicholson, Walser, Manchester, Painter, Salford. Pet Aug 12, Ord Aug 9% 





upon Wiliam, Upper Adéiscombe 2d, Croydon, Builder. RE 
Piller, James, St the Apostle, Devon, Builder. Exeter. Pet July 31. 


Charles, Bristol, Draper. Bristol. Pet 
Shorrock, J pon bag et ng 2 re Pee ang 8. Ord 


oa ita Gol, Liverpool, Merchant Tailor. Liverpool. Pet July 2%. 
Strutt, Arthur, Gt Totham, Essex, Innkeeper. Chelmsford. Pet July 81. Ord 

Towarend, Henry Herbert, Newton Bushell, Devon, Baker. Exeter. Pet Aug 
Wardingley, Harriott, Sheffield, Provision Dealer. Sheffield. Pet Aug4. Ord 


wane, 
George, Bitton, Gloucester, Mason. Bristol. Aug 2. Ord Aug 36 
Wie, Fi at ’ is BH Guildford and 


Wise, John William, Commercial ra. Gu Guildford, W: 
Godalming. une 13. Ord A! 
Tunapar, “Rept. 1, 1885. 


RECEIVING ERS. 
Andrews, Matthew Henry, Worcester, Butcher. Worcester. Pet Aug 27. Ord 
Aug 27. lara, Hartlepool, ¥ 


we l, Fish Salesman. Sunderland. Pet Aug 15. Ord Aug 
Boris John He ay, Gheiiicld, Hey Desies. Sheffield. Pet Aug 26. Ord Aug 
Brock, Rich ter, Somerset, Draper. Bridgwater. Pet Aug 29. 


Ord A 29. Z Ss til 
B — ton, Wilts, Gentleman. Salisbury. Pet Aug 8. Ord 


A) 1 a 
Coapee, Onesies, © ey Be tase. Ord 
Aug pen apt 8 a i050 at County Gourt Court 

Besdtond em ee oe oe” Pet Aug 26. Ord Aug 27. 


Duncan, Wiliam, Middlesborough, Architect. Stockton on Tees and Middles- 
eae Pet Pet Aug 27. Ord Aug 21; | Exam Sent ¢ . WwW ‘ 

Fes ang 5.  Ops as St Ee Grocer. rede Pet Aug 27. Ord Aug 2. 
“William, PEN, Glan amas Ovart Osien, Trolen Cardiff. Pet Aug 8. Ord 


Aug 25. fmm ay 

we Alfred James, Hampshire, Egg Merchant. Portsmouth. 
Pet Aug 26. Ord Aug 3 26. Exam Sept 14 
Pet Aug 2. Ord A: zr. gam Sept te a ee 
Hinsley, Robert, Cartin, ar Selby, forks, Wheelwright. York. Pet Aug #8. 

A 

Irish, W: Edwin, Sun Electrical Engineer. Sunderland. Pet Aug 
18. Ord Aug 24. Exam Aug 27 (since adj to Oct 8 


Teens, 5 ves etty, nr Swansea, . Swansea. Pe yune 4. Ord July 20. 





~ Shopkeeper. Carmarthen. Pet Aug 


29. Ord Exam Sept 11 
Lewis, John, er, nr Maesteg, 1h3at Fownhal, Neath Neath. Pet Aug 
28. Ord Aug 28. Exam Sept 16 at 1).30 at Neath 
Leater, gemen, Baas. ny FA. ght, = Ro and Ryde. Pet Aug 
Lundy, Joseph, — A ; id. Pet Aug 28, Ord Aug 38. 
Mellor, George, B lookin, Exam Sept ati) og, Blackburn. Pet 
aiiiner, Jol, Cardi, a Cardiff. Pet Aug 24. Cee Te Exam 
Mads di x hh, Liverpool, Boot Manufacturer. Liverpvol. Pet A: Ord 
di, 3 cep xam Sept 10 at 11 at Court house, Government bidgs, st, 


olive flan Final, Nove yon Sep Manage: Newcastle on 


bs Aug 2. Ord Aug 27. 

pad tno ‘Seniiey, Staffordshire, Shingler Bhingler. Dudley. Pet Aug 2%. Ord 
2%. Exam Sept 1 

reer, Se arse Sunderland. Pet Aug 18. Ord 





Pet Aug 2%. Ord Aug 


A Exam Oct 
Popplewell. Frederick, Droitwich, W: Traveller. 
orcester. Pet Aug 27. Ord Aug 27. eam Sept i at 2.0 
a, Aberdare, Glamorganshire, Boot berdare. Pet Aug 27. 
RB Aug 27. Exam Sept 16 at 11 at Temperance a. Ae by. Pet 
ichansoce, Grimsby, Prin Grimsby. Aug 
myer ag try tr Gt Grimsby 
rittle, Essex, Farmer. Chelmsford. 


Gran Bernard Li Seed Crushers. 

pony ig yt a ee pt yy 

Stakes, Atice, Sedeley Sedgley, Staffordshire, Widow. Dudley. Pet July 15. Ord Aug 
Sept 17 af 1h 

eS ae Beam sept Licenced Jeena @s 

Usudhart, Wo Basex age i ~ Pe 


eetusanne Lincoln’s inn fields 
errelis, Frederick Wi Hastings, Marine Store Dealer. Hastings. Pet Aug 
28. Ord Aug 28. wy 4) 


Watson, Thomas, The Ney = y ery Dulwich, Builder. on Cum 
Pet Aug 2. Ord Aug 39. Exam ety 
ker, Robert, Blac Gold Thread Manufacturer. 





t Pet A 26, Ord Aug 27. Exam 15 at 12 & 
urn, ug 27. 

Elizabeth, d Contractors. 
ba alniewny Pet Aug 19. Ord Aug 2 Exam 
Winter, George ’ mre cory: tleman. 2. Saw Pet Aug 2. Ord Aug 
7. lati 

exam Boge Sis substioute for that published in the 
F a, Nora, Tlleunt DF Arey Essex, Farmer. Chelmsford. Pet Aug 25. Ord 
‘Aug 25. Exam Sept 12 at 11 a: Shirehail, Chelmsford 


seam or, Wot Bae Sept 9atii. Official Receiver, 
Barnett, David, Long Yew Seeds, Trenmenee. Sept 8 at 12. Bank- 


nig, Wa Perey, tring, Hereford General Dealer, Sept 9 at it. County 


court, Ayiestary 
Somersetshire, Draper. 10 at 10.4. 
hard Joba, Bridgwater, _— 
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Clark, Sheffield, Steel Merchant. Sept 9 at11, Official Receiver, Figtree 
Cooper, George, Landport, Hants, Ironmonger. Sept 10 at 12. Official Receiver, 


Dicks, id, peshopagate st Without, Merchant Tailor. Sept 8 at 1. 
omer se Lincoln's Middlesbo Y . Architect. t 10 “ 1 Aes 
lesboro' or 10 at 11. 
Receiver, 8, Albert za, Middl tiesboroaga” Rep 


Edwards, William H Malvern , Worcestershire, Grocer. t 10 at 11. 
Mal Ren Waren om Saree 
t Majeety's Box George Henry St James’s rd, Cro —— Dens of Her 
aieetyrs Bombay Lafont 


yg at3. To 
a Sas orris, Tolleshunt D’ , Essex, Farmer. Sept 10 at {t. County Court, 


Glanville. Alfred James, Landrort, ante, Egg Merchant. Sept 14 at 11. 
Official Receiver, 166, ‘Queen st. Portse: 
Hebblethwaite, Joseph Whiteley, Grothe 8, Manchester, Yarn Merchant. 
Sept 9 at 3. Official ] Receiver, Ogden’ e's = rs, Bridge st, Manchester 





John, ey: nr Swansea, Builder. Sept 9 at 11. Official Receiver, 6, 


st, Swansea 
Jenkins, John, and Elien Jenkins, Merthyr Tydfil, Grocers. Sept 10 at 12. 
Official Receiver, Merthyr 


Jenkins, Richard, Gilfach Goch, Glamorganshire, Boot Maker. Sept 9 at 2.30. 
Official Receiver. Merthyr Tydfil ‘ d 
Johnson, John, Netherton, Worcestershire, Sugar Dealer. Sept 15 at 10. 
Official R ro Dudley 
Jones, Ben Charles, Warwick gdns, Retired Captain. Sept 11 at 11. Bank- | 
aie ieee ten Bearboro ~ ag “ie cial R 
Zs, mean, Soot 2. t9 at 3. Off eceiver. 74, | 
Newborough st, 5 - sti 


‘boroug! 
Lane, James, saenn aenae, Acton, Laundryman. Sept 8 at 11. 28 and 29, St. | 
Swithin’s 
Loader. James, perde, Isle of Wight, Butcher. Sept 9 at 11. Crown Hotel, | 
Ryde, Isle of Wight | 
Mathews, John Shepherd, pomere, Herefordshire, Farmer. Sept 12 at 2.30. 


iver, 2 Offa st, H 
Michael, Joseph J Jacob, ay sgate st, Timber Merchant. Sept10at1. Bank- 
ruptcy bl 1 coln’s inn fields 
orwin Wiles. + dy Sig Newcastle = e, om Manager. Sept 10 at 


2.20. Official “ee my ch rd, Newcastle on Tyne 
Parfett, George, Crondall, Hi Smpehire, Builder, ‘Sept Sat 10. Townhall, | 


Farnham, } 
Pea, Thomas, %.. ~ By Bilston, Staffordshire, Shingler. Sept 17 at 10. 
Petfield, Edward, Sheffield, Joiner. Sept 9 at 12. Official Receiver, Figtree lane, | 
Pollitt, Victoria st 1 Widnes, Lancashire, Grocer. Sept 9 at 3, Official Receiver, 35, | 

Frederick, Droitwich, Worcestershire, Commercial Traveller. | 
Stone 12. Official iver, Worceste: 
Rees, wd ay Fe Glamorganshire, Boot Maker. Sept 10 at 10.30. Official 
Riterioe. Charles, Gocet Grimsby, Lincolnshire, Printer. Sept 16 at 12.50. 
Official Receiver. 3, Haven st. Grek Grimsby zy ° ” 
i — i , George, Writtie, Essex, Farmer. Sent 11 at 12.30. Shirehall, Chelms- | 
Stokes, Alice, Sedgeley, Staffordshire, Widow. Sept 17 at 10.30. Official Re- 
Soma Taespetr Stamford, Lincolnshire, Tailor. Sept 11 at 1. White Hart 
erreli, Frsicrck am. Hastings, Marine Store Dealer. Sept 8 at 2.30. 
er Robert, , Blackburn, Lancashire, Gold Thread Manufacturer. Sept 10 
Leeds, Glass ae Sept 10 at 11. Official Receiver, 22, 
Wren James, Gonteport, Lancashire, Cabinet Maker. t 11 at 2, 
Official Receiver, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool Le 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Say, One, Stoke Prior, Worcestershire, Farmer. Worcester. Pet Aug 13. 
es Horatio, Boston, Lincolnshire, Draper. Boston. Pet Aug 26. Ord 
Barnard, Danie Bacco, piasOware Dealer. Stockton on Tees and 
Midkb och E Aug i4. Ord Aug 
Bingham, Samuel, Shetica: Licensed a Sheffield. Pet Aug 10. Ord 
Biy, Wiliam Pe Percy, Tring, Hertfordshire, General Dealer. Aylesbury. Pet Aug 
Burne, ~~ and Frederick Tomlin, Seymour 1, Marylebore, Glass 
Dealers. Court. Pet Aug 2. Ont a » Phe 
ey — eae bourne, Carver. Lewes Pet July 2%. Ord 
caglene, William Letts, _ Loughborough, Leicestershire, Outfitter. Leicester. 
Aug 10. Ord Aug 
Herbert Eaward, Southport, Clerk in Holy Orders, Liverpool. Pet 
Cc Sheficld, Steel Merchant. Sheffield. Pet Aug21. Ord A 
aneien ay Sam, Doncaster, Brick Manufacturer. Sheffield. Pet y ty 11. 
ug 27 
Deibridge, Fred, Kingsbridge, Devon, Grocer. East Stonehouse. Pet Aug 13. 


pom Aug 
= + _ kactethoet. Stockton on Tees and Middles- 





borough. Lug - LA Ord A 
Revert, > an Hertfordshire, Painter. St. Albans, 
Bpats, ite z or’ ‘ain 





3 er Mahere Ane Ancoats, Manchester, Paint Manufacturer. Manchester. Pet 
Farthing, J: may Leeds, Grocer. Leeds. Pet Augi3. Ord A’ 
Forrester, Jeol . Wee Denbighshire, ‘sian “akelene ms 4 Aug 6. 


cet es Joeman, Landport, Hants, Egg Merchant. Portsmouth. Pet 
ug 

Hall, Geo Liverpool, Slater. Liverpool. Pet July 21. Ord Aug 28 

Hawking, John, jun, Wi Walsall, Bicycle Agent. alsall, Pet Aug 14. Ord 


sel deta rae, ertine rt eet AY 
ae Gee Ellen Jenkins, Merthyr Tydfil, Grocers. Merthyr Tydfil. 
a ak Giltach Goch, Glamorganshire, Bootmaker. Pontypridd. Pet 
y= Henry John, Larcher ter, Essex, Builder. High Court. Pet Aug1. 


ug 
| Ree Evan, iindyent, Carmarthenshire, Shopkeeper. Carmarthen, Pet 
Langan, 7 Themen’ Woolston, Hampshire, Grocer. Southampton. Pet Aug 11. 


| Lovatt, Jo jo, Deptford, Coach Builder. Greenwich. Pet July 24. Ord Aug 27 
| Massey, Goceys, Sm and og yo Sefton pk, nr Liverpool, Builders. 
Liverpool et July 24. 
Maynert, Robert, Leeds, Joiner. 5 ae Pet June 12. Ord Aug 27 
cGeorge, Mungo, Watling st, Warehouseman. High Court. Pet July 17. 


M 
Ord Ave a 28 
| Milner, John, Cardiff, jpostionces. anes. Pet Auz 24. Ord Aug 
Mould, 3 on Ezekiel, Gt Grimsby, Dra = = ae , Pet Aug ts. ord Aug 27 
| Murrell, G George, Walthamstow, ealer. High Court. Pet Aug 21. 


27 
rom, Thomas, Bradley, Staffordshire, Shingler. Dudley. Pet Aug 25. Ord 


27 
Pletrup. Ati Alice, = oreingten, Lancashire, Wine Merchant. Blackburn. Pet Aug 
Rees, Henry, SD berdare, Glamorganshire, Bootmaker. Aberdare. Pet Aug 27. 


Au 
m..¥, William John, Nae or pobage = Cheshire, Wheelwright. Nantwich and 
Crewe. Pet Augii. Ord Aug 27 
— William Alfred, Banbury, Oxfordshire, Grocer. Banbury. Pet July 3. 
Aug 25 
ay Robert, and _ George nm Liverpool, Steamship Owners. 


l. Pet Aug 6. Ord Au 
Trott, dwin yor Gt Yarmou' — ae Victualler. Gt Yarmouth. Pet 
| Watling, James, Aitlebrough, Norfolk, Licensed Victualier. Norwich. Pet 
| White, Mnissboth ond plezender Templeccn, egy pa eA Contractors. 
Stockton on Tees and Pet Augi19. Ord Aug 


fy ed | Francis, Ghichester i — Ricdicatlien: Brighton. Pet Aug 22. 
Aug 27 
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SCH WEITZER'S COCOATINA 
Arti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder, 
Guaranteed Pure Sclable Cocon of the Finest Quality 
Seen an excess of fat extracted, 


re --= a oe most nutritious, per- 

A 4 Eeocet! erage for Breakt, Lancheon, or 

Supper, and invaluable {ur Invalids and Children.” 
Hight ecmmended commended by the entire Medical Press. 


admiztare, 
ait palaen bon keepe for in yearn te ah dacten abun 
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’ bs porat: . 


pue NEW ZEALAND LAND MORT- 
GAGE COMPANY, Limited. 
bed by more than 800 


up. 

The Company” s loans are limited to first-class free- 
hold mortgages. The Debenture issue is limited to 
the uncalled capital. 

Homz Dinecrons. 
2 Wiliam T. PowEr, 


Falconer LARKWORTY, THOR, g RussELt, Esq., 
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2 ip ng ee A on, REDK, HIT. ” 
Cocostims 1 La Vaxion is the mont delicate, Aigenible, Law Wigs = Go eae et Paacm, Town Clerks, late Premier of New Zeala 
cheapest Manilla Ciceclale, and may be taken when once, The Directors are issuing Torminablo “Debentures 
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CORPORATION prety OMIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS | bearing interest at 4 per cent. for three years, and 


cent, a five years and upwards 





cadens Ai TOR AON, Managing Dirt, 














